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nrfi'l'NT MRUnR 

arfa^rn 

F$ 12 3=r5leT, 1999 

-stPah W«ipf 

faRR : RI9R, RftftRT , T U IU«T FRT MW 3 afaftfWfr ftwM 
rMIh R>V FJfRf % xHIRinf %RWRif 414*10 «fl RTR 

23/1/97-HrfWt.—1995 4 FRR-ivMRtf TfrFT^TRT 
srfRfFRR, 1975 ark rtWt £Rft (Fffer rttjf! r^ 

FFRTF, RF FT HI<m4r] RF FTTRTm TJR ip RR RF 
W^TF) WRFTRRft, 1995 RF Fim R>W :— 

RT. FFKRt 

1. /HkIMfi RTF 'ftM ’i 4 ?] H*Rl RF FFFF IWrt 

FRTt :— 

(RT) -IIHpff^ Mlf4«hl<l (kirk FtW FTT% RIF HlfkRF<t w 
FRT t) % RTFFT R^FWl FRTT9R sfaffRlRT 

fkFT^ F#T R^ % -3TFTFT % 7TRR M FIUfM 
#5| TTR*ft 3TfW$RFT fiRRa 2-12-98 FJF 3TTTf*TRT IWrf] 

FrfRTjfMF fWF| 3ftr fWTRF* Fif^Rt k 3 tf4 WrrIftWrt 

RIF k, FTT 3 tRtTJRF 1 % FRFTTF Rft m-flo k 40 WFt % 
fWt^'&WfJRTST; 

(Ft-) Hilk'tiifl % 3 ikRtR) Pi“*i4T rR ((FT yRi FF *ik! 

FiftW r?t kMI WrFk, ^TkfkRi PtrtrT ft ftf4- Writ, 

FR Wt RTfWr k 40 Wit' % 'fort ^ RF WiRT FRT 

RT; 


(F) FfkBfikt k F^ feWt M RFFTF, R^RT FRTRR RRt MW 
% T^TTRlW R5t 3TRfFR1 W^FFf Rit SJ’ftl RF 3TjJTtR *tHcl 

'Wft ftp M WrWW'FRT 3FR WfTTO FlfSRf ^ RRR 
RPRTCT FT 3pW WRTT ^ R!#; 

(R) FlfkRF^ M TlMt Flf&qf Wt soW WRTT ^RflF> 

RR k iW RF 3TRTTT 14-1-99 R^t WfT I »TF% WRR 
FH^RR^^RTFRRFtF^Rt-k, RVf^RT RR^ Wn 
F^ 3TF% Rifi<I RtT RiRlifl RF "R RF F^TtR ftTRT 
FFTI FlftRfkRF'ft'FjdR WiFi J IFI RtWtMWfMW 
FlftRf '5RT Wfj; ft^ fkRkf R>t fWrt $ $ afa; 

RFT, RW R^ Ft, t ^; 

(IF) FlfkRF^ % iWWF %RR1C Flfeif FFT Wf FF ^TWFf wi 
FRf%3T J i'm'ftF R'Hf 'RlM] ITRj 4(VlR> Fil?^, TlWftRFK 
FlIM % %F; FFFW RiTI^; 

(R) 3TTtfkR> Pl“tm7 R)t RtRRT k FfW Rki* 1*& FTf$Rt '5TTJ 
f^F^TT^R^i^FfkgfMRFTtfWlT Pl®BRfM'f^F^ 
t.TlftrFFTTRit^fW^RFT (JlCTIF! 'UffRTTFlt I FRTW, 
r?ci^* Hi[i4i ski Wy, o°hf"^T fttWR) W^ffT ,!i Wy 

RT FT PfRfT M TfRR AF ^ fcTRI FRT 

(R!) ^RtRF WRF 16 % F^TTR FT fWRFf % 'JTIFVRRi 
ttff] ff; fRimi 4 RSR/arrRTT, qnF Wfrs ftRWi rtT 
RFT^ F^ 'f MW RF FT FRT WFfRRf R?t FT Pl"t)4f M 
RF^RFFt ftFRT FRT %; 

(FT) ***RFfM^FUFfMT^M, %fr^ft^fittfWMW 
3TTRTT FT l{t FR] TJRFT RF RWRT t aik WrW % FRW 
FTRiFiIR ^TTT Fk ^RT FTFT FRT % I 


1123 GI/99 


(1) 
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75 J. tftltlfth MMIS 

2, fftMTClftM am ftftfMMT (ftdli R#T ft 'gft f I 

ftft igfti mft ftr mtm ftlft ttmt mm£ ft MTgaff % MMTft 

ft 3T*Jl T Tft 'Jiinl $ I ftiilf'i't) f^Krii^ MftMft 6[$Mi, =h^*i ^Rhi 
M/ia, 1975 % spam 84 % tftm mffmTM rmijtt Mft 

TROT 8452.30 ftr aTMlfts mfl^fl 11 

M. 7TMPT Mf&'lt 

3. Tftft aftM sin 3re m&fti/ymu arvitft ft fftfftT 
ftftfftMr irrtft ft 7$nf, wtpt, MilftnT ¥RR ftr ftn ft 
<MIMTfft3imnMftft'g^ft [ft^ miftiftcftf I mfftlfl 
ft ffttmini ftlft % irmftlft fftfftftr, ums nfam, iftlMfft 
•=rt 4 nmfttnnrlftMRrfftTTfti FnmnnTMinflftTsn^tfftT 
Tftft aftn ^ \nra % 3 t#t Nsfftf/nrft ft aniffts ^$mt, 
fftwin ftft ft mnfft Tfpif % titm mfftfftm ftr am 4 ft, 



Iftfti ft ft) ft) yftMim % 3PJTTR TMftft aftlM 'SRI 
Tpftf Mil mimpi, Milftm MURWiTMiftnft fftffcinmPTftT 
TmnTftnFTIMnT%l 

m. TMftftaftn 

4. Mlfftmi aRrftm friiHolf •frs^fT Rnlfts, Tift gm 
SIMTft'ftl'tl y llftl-d ft «lft) •Mir^ieKT ft Mlft) % MUTT f ft 
ft mitm ftft tot Tt am % tF’ctw amm f i SMifft, mr 
ftssre: nrfSftf set mfftmift % *mft ft mf m -MI ft) t ft 

4fi4 4)4)ij,fi 41 §m 4W(n, 'ft (W.*ft aniS MIT amvi 
mTTftlfl FM'ftMftnifftft'%argftM%nTITftftTTTfahftn 
7frft -fljsw, ft fmm>) ^jftft i Tinrftaftft ftm ft aft 

MPT % fti ij arft) ml-imSI ^ilftM!) ftPMiT mK u r ft if) ’Sini) 

fl 

5. 3RT: Mlft)ftMFMTFMR -T TFRT *14141 mlftftft (ftMKiftln 
aniS % RMhIim acn^m ft I mfftrrf) SRI ftMii MFlft ft) $Pjftn 
ft) am ft ftnft 414lTJ.fl Tftfft ftgTMI ft TMm ftm ft aMM?) 
Mlft) 1962 ft TMlfft ^ «ft ftft ft ■sft^Uft 3ft«lPl«6 

*1(4141 T^ft f[5<il ^'ll ift ft I aftfttftTO fftcn^ isfUl offt Jj^ftl mi 

mm aPUST, TSIR^t3P^fft%ftRR 1996-97 ft 8,41,720 «TT I 

mft m i^s m mqrsa ftlmpftt-Rrft, 1997 ft 10,45,000 m«ni 
3is: MiPT ft atitn sip mnrpr ^ ampra ft mft 

■sift fftFftsift so 3iftmn ftftft ft ftk ^ i^ft?ft miftr 

Tie'll ft I 

6. ^fftr ftuft ftNftjcs ft ft ftk anft pft ftft 
aftft^r attfft^ ft ftR ‘411*1 amfft ft) ftlm ftftdlftw ftwft 
tt#t ftt ^5ftr ftr anft awivi ftt ftl TjmiT asmfer ftl ft, 
3nfftmft, mi ft ■gnj acMif^a ftVdtPT^i IftifTft ■hhII'i ftl ’fjsfti Rft 
ft^r m in 34ft [441 •jcrftl m fm'iftt mft thrift ft ,iftl ft 1 

Wtl W TWIG 

7 . fmrfnftf/amrmftf ft) : 


(^r) wwwf % -pm ftftT? 

(i) fiiHH m^ftfft) R^fuftlft ff4iTtRT aniqft[ftt‘'<JS|^!41 
aftl J l' ’ 'ftl iR'iiii ft fftft?TRJ mi ft TUT TRTI ft I 
RlSlftts^ 1996-97 ftt °iif^ e t> RhIr •mini ftlftr a-ftlft 
3 ih 4) ^Rwcil ’jjftft flfift cni*ir4 IjSJ^l'ii 

ml ?fft=(41 51 % Tim ’HaA ft) f^nj MRS FRmR ft 3i -|4 [s 
ft # ft 1 ftftrft ft Mf Miftsift, Tjrfta mrqft ftr mtm 
mft mi fftma ftftM wiRm mft % ffti^ mpft ft 1 

(ii) mft mi mpT^K, ftpft TUMift ftr fn«i mgft) ftftftf ft 
nMTffts mi ftU mft "^441 ftr fftms ft 7(4 Mifftmr ml 
SFmftftrni^miF'iMii mjftftMTMms: Mimr-ftft 
T flq #ftr a ^ ^ 4 ftrftqift^eftaftft 7 ft ll ftftfftTi ,> 
ftlftftiTmftlftlMTftanTiTfti Tjmmr^mfftw>i 
mpt Rthi ansi ft mMfftrMTOi mpjimmift ^[Vft, ijftl, 
m topi m fsTn fftfti ft4 >ft fftfti ft ft 1 mft 
mi mtt mrpTi fftr mpfr^ft ftmrnnr ftr ifk m 1 *■ftftftm 1M ’ 
ftl MftMim mft ftl m 4 ft, ftpift ft aftc sft aftf mtmi ^it 
Timm 1 

(^)^arftftftrlftmcftM# MTfW^miTOftMI : 

mfft ftr fftmc Mifft mi ml Mm #tt, mtotIm mrnR ft 
rm! ml ^iftm mtimpi ftft mimft mm meftr 
mb ft 14 ft mi m^ftr ft 1 anftftm PrmftT ft w mprftl 
mr mt4 ftsft aft ft 1 MFMFFnmMmftmftftrMimr- 
ftftMimuRMilMiTftfti-MTs, mftmlRmftmftrfftra 
ft m 4 mfftmT ftl Mm ftft ml mgMfft ft ft 1 

(m) Rift SRI mftft ft aiTMTTT 

mft ft ana ft ft MfM mjnftrm rnftft ft strutt ft! f ift 
MTM ■y t ft^Tm'BR Mifftmi ftl fftlM RM5 aft ft 7Tmft I 
mft ftii 1 aftf mr nmm 14 r mr fftmuftlM amis mi 
mm Mft afti mft sim Mft fft aft amr mirff ft 
3'Dfii'i 'jaiT ft 1 

8. Rift SKT TTft : 

(m) TSRMrft % RIM RWR 

(i) mi 

phmp 4 mftft ft "ftftffts” t, Mim mssipt 

MMPS MR ft mnjl affm% , ‘ftMflFT’ , Mil MMlM 

mmtftmmfftiftMM, 1975 ft MRi9^ftMftfmMi 

MMT %, MI ft ftf aftftlMM ft R 1 MPMTT: TIFimft % 

fttj mfivitft feMiMM itisftft, mfaM^ftm(mfai 
MMjftf Mt MTaa-ftftt ftfMT-'^fPm ft MFMPT, anmcPT 
■qm thhibimi am wfrr mi ftwi) fftmrft, 1995 
ftr ftm 2 (i!F) ft aftftzrfft “ftafft" mm mmIm 
fftiMT MMT't' I ffti-JJ MFT ft ft MlftMlfft Miff [mMI 
MMII 

(ii) ftm ftR-Mlftm MT fftftm MS ft Sift 3TIM ft, 
MRS ft MTft ftr fftMfmft ftft MMftft aTMTSMrf ft 
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ynTtW «i(Vi dPii'l ftr fiim, <jfftci ^k 0 ! 'is! % I afe 
ftt, fen-fern ft Tit few Tnfer qTT’sqr few ft1 
ffe m 3 feft Tfei fef ft 1 

(iii) feqfesfeqfeTftlR, dlWfe, q^ftfe'sfeft 
ft 27.6% fe feftkft «ftl arw qft mfe qft fe 
Iftiftqift 50% qftf ft, fen % Yffenfeit ft anfer 
wm ft nffe m 36.8% ftft ft1* "# ft* 7?!Ffe qft 

ftrot ’Igqq fe fef ft 1 

(iv) 7T7T. ' t F f T7f 7T*n Tfinfe %Tife TJTT 7iq#ft % 3717717, 

q^fft WIT ■sfv tr Rt Tffi 3fqq ffelty'fenqqfffe-PlTfln 
TTWiatf ft TK°T, ' 37 ft qft 7 TRS Rife m 3 ft I ohH-ft 
%(ftfeiqi qUflK'Tft 31l*1<ft Tfirfe^ TjfeqTlfciq! Pfe|q> 
feTft 1 

(Tsr) tjpM % fenc qiffen qft :— 

(q7) fen q n qlftft f 7ft 3TFTRI ft. ft* 5 fft. ft qTR ft fe 
TqPTFT 7373 qftfftlT J i lJ Kl vr H ft amnift % 1 1S ft qTR 'ft I 
qiftqanqraf fti^ feftfefefemTFTqftffeqrr 
Tiftn 

(u) nror ft Tjpftr anfer ft iifem % ft wiHc^f qft 
feftfe 10% ft ^ ft 1 T-rmrft f-ife mftf ft feft 

ftp u u ii(rft qn Pw(n qftl “tHni 1 

(ft) Tjpftft ft girqtft % ft .— 

fen?q % tin fftfem ■sr ftft 13 ft 3rn<;n ^ qTift ft 
fet, mfeu wfe qft T^ftf qft ftfe-ftfe mi 
anqm 75f^TT TTFW W ft I TP fe, ^TPIT % TlftfaR 
feTafeffnft ftp 1 q i hffeq> 
'3rfl<iq ^J,^' fttft fe ^ 'aiT^itffti <Hici T nsft? ft q>ft 
aqqm, fe ftt ftt, -lift Ph< 3 “T^ ft I anq nlfSqf 
anft <fl”i nftft fe ■anil'i qft TJ 7 T 7 T, qi<ft % <ffR 7 
mftft qft arqfft % TftrrT fe 3 anfe? ft ^ 7 , 
qft 7ft ft I 

9. yifftqml qft :— 

(Tff) qiW ftr ttw Tiftftf % ftft^r ft :— 

( 1 ) 'BqOTR7ftm %TTRfttft % 4.1 (i) % 

ft TTftffttf ^ TT^RT ^ TPTiTTT TEI^TW ft 
f^TTlft ^RTJT TPH ft ■%■ arHi^, Pi'^Td'+ft* ’*?T ®H9io®tjT 
ft TTftfftlT Hlft TTm^ft '*lfft (^7) "Sqft ft '7WS11T: 
Ttn 3WETW. TJTft 717 Pm 0 ! 7^R!T ftt, (^) ftftf ftt 
■WTO 1 T: ' t n •araT^WT: IftTTft Tfftft 'C'rf^T '5T7T Pi-ftBia 

ftf ; 7H (Ty) i^ftf T^T TtIWf-. ' Z TT fftftt 

ftftft; ftrftfftlT ^RTft ftf, ^ 'Ert 

- 7% -efRft % aimn: ift % 7iftftf ■srm ftm ft 

rwft "3^|(1«ti ftt, ft7-7lftftm anfTTTftl' ftfft=T oqB(5K 

4ti<"(! Tift I TJ^T ^ TR Pl'H^ u l HI 1 1^191 'Jll^ll 
•qfft -qj ft, Tjft; fqqqoi 

773ft 'RT fen fftft?T ftft fefft ft ftt I 


(ii) 7W^ftft H 7iftfftn"^ft7i«bWqi' i ftt3 l lft«KI TqfenT 
7T«nft7lft (rii*ioft ftlecrtH fe ft aft7 arrftiTrft 
■oft T^dHI Tift Tferpf fen % ftfTR'5171 fe trj; 
■ffsft,^ft 'JT: Wq qRlt ■gifqqqft qq MHIT ft fe 
Pi*^iPiRaci ’TRTT'ft ft r^f "qra! 

73^, feft ft 7lftfet ft : 

(^ 7 ) ctuht^ 'ii^jqi wq 73 ^ 1 , Tqftft ftn 

sfeil ft -qiRcpjft ftqi ftftp ft Tft »n7n 

7T737Rftr ft 51 % 7iq> d^+i 

7PB?ft ft, afeft % Tftrpf ellHrft offt fe7 

Rlfon 27.6% 'ft; 

(73) ft)fft7lf6'17 <711*10^ 

55^1 1 IWl ft7 7)1*1 3M9h*1 3it 

ft*; 

(T) TIT'ft -+1^ 1H9M oft ft*MI<7lTftl, 'fliqahlft 
("ft-^ra), ffelfe W '5lft r 7i fer tji^ % 
73717 Tjpftr giqf^ Tyntrift infer 
%ftr37 ‘iwi 13 d <3 U 73 fe, anfer, Tjnftft Tift 
fftfeTTTffft afe Tjft w ft Tqrfim % 

ft; 

(ti) ainFftqT % 5>jftPiTr7f "^ft 733 737T 737 T % ^nftift 
fftm 7 m ft arftfer imftrift fern ferr 
mift; 

(fe aftfttftw Ifenft lift TT#T Tift Tj^qj % 
Riq, 3TP1VTT37 ^751 'qr^T Hid (^ft qit ITR) 
afeT^BITTim, ■^^roftfeftFT'TO, feftftT 
373 ft 331 737 31 ft 1 ■G'S <=(flci Tfffe 33Pi 
qiTT fe Tirq isiftft ft nrq ffe; m 3 ft ; 

On) qtrft, *H73 % iftqftl qrsiK ft* wwift % 

ffe 133)3151 (ft<1337 f^qqn fen qqi qi afl7 

737!% Rl< 3 T5qmfftirqTiqf ft crl'lNl TTRI *71; 
( 75 ) feqmfftfe-^713317^ ft qiijf ( fttf^qafe 

iir^qft qft qijft ft> ife m ftft ft7 Pi <3 ^fftt qTt 

anqnr ferr, did ^ft arqfft ftr qliH qpift ^ro 
3TT3ftf q^fft ft *pr 1,49,200 qii arpuir 

fen tw qi Tft w wq qft fftqq 1175 %'< 

(ur) qrrftqftq7rfeft77iT7OTqn'>icRw-yT^' ! w 
ft fe ftfefe ft ft fer ftfeft % f 1 q? 
qTfl-qqrft fe aift 7ft 3Ttf 7ft aRT# ft Wife ft 
73317 Pfeiq? qft fem fen ft fftnft -gr?T ft. 

q^ m 7TKT ftl q^ ft; 

(■?r) qj^ -ft ftqq TEfife qqft -qrq 3plft qiftqiRft 

qft nfronn ftft ftr qrfeR ft 4<<a arqfft fti 

fem Tnftftt ft fe 1966 ft" arq-qrfr ^ftt qn 

amqm ftftfen qri 
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niff % qiPiifte re; qgftf hft' aqmift ft # ft trip# 
% *rpft T?fifr*r <^4 ft <4-i *h sIhi HReifi# fti oi ^ ftft ^+<4 
$ftR? #ftf#FT, 1 975 2 (13r) 7T«IT •HTS^T-^t^nr -^T -f^T. 

ft. % Rurftft ft tow # ftt *7$ ^ % OP^TR #ftf % 
‘ ‘ftftf#’’ ft# Tfii jm, ■'pjfam: wif# ftftr 1 1 wRR>RR #*ft 
fft#R> ft ftftfftir ftfft % rot, fimr a rcft % sift ft m wp 
dii^ll ftr mftt T-cftvf) < 5 Ell*I PT RFTRftf «mdl % I 

(W) RpM % ftRTS (PlfaPT PT) *Tm #RT :— 

' (P) R# ft -apfeiT VffZ, 1975 *KT WRTftlTrft 

RqftRTTRRRIRfiTRf asftr RJTt 'HTS^T Rt^PT HT RRT. ft. 

RR^%aR^frlRyftRft#R#R3 M*nftra^ 
t fttRir, 

fft*#R/ (f#ftf fn*##) % -f^TpqK # r$ snftt 
ftwiHfl # riTTO ft URTTTI ft I 

(T5f) liTftft%fft^1yioWqfl ^TSTTTOftftftRTft ftf'SRTT 

3-PjftR H)d. f#TT PIT 1/R «|4-R ft PftM, PH Pl*lfcfl 

RT anfftlff HieR-ftftt 41 hi ei'll'l # 

#f #f -# *ft I 3TCT: arfbTjnRT ft. 23/1/9/i/ftl#, 
TTfthff 2/12/98 5TO ’anft f##T # 5PJ# 4 
peft'Jift SFJOT «ft I 

(a) urifnft 3T#ft wft ft ft> #r # arofft % i?hbR 

mm # aftftlfrPP fftlRltf Rft ^$ftf % 3*rT f#frif ft 
upM RR fftlRTT 9,7% «TT I T^R fft#f ft TRR# % 

f#ft # ptpfi^ -sriftepupif^ # pff ft ptffw trtr# 
yf## #f *rr #c ^r ph ft 

<J*H<tir HIM Rr4 RT, RtTl^i aTRH ft ##>[ ^T*R 

#Rf 4 1 xR'miiha: Ri#*NRFRRiRftR'Wff#ft 
mR ft fcftf vf[ t^# mi Wit r# 

f#TT, TRIP# Rift ft 3# 1R#PH *4l«hH Rvpt A il J 4 

R^ftl 

(R) RPHt 7t «M :— 

RUft ^ 3TTR mcfipif "4 ^ RTR R5T aTRFT f^PIT t 

1 1 arm Rnctm H ^ti rpt 
3prmt%f?n3: °ii<it 'SKrft^RiH pimr, ^4 hh <iiw^ 
%h R£m#r f aik, ^cf 4* ttm Ar ph 
ft 0 '*)'! pt 5 l> j ai a til attr 3TFt RTRRiff mt 7 !^ I 

R. f^T'Ai'f 

10, Wf^miRt % RTRT t fpRT^, 'PprflFTT R Plf%RT 11 RF 
TRR PRtPT ^Tf -4 Ru-ffR ^ RRTRT PIT 11 PRtRTT pt ^13^ -gR 
PPft, H TRMR#R’’R^RftPPRjt'R^R^fRRmprRReR 
^tPF arfiiftpr, 1975 % anftR RmR-7t4t fapppft % t¥p 
2(13) ^'ft^PHRmiRf %3FJRR, RTfWl/l ^ RRW RTRR-tt»ft 
Rlf^PfiT PIT RR^ Rft RpPTT R?t TRTRTI 3P: RIRTP ^IPr TpT 
tplfTT^R, RIRRRlPltR, ^TpapnTffwwftT%^tRPRRT?PF 
7PR RSTIRRT ^ RRf^TT RTPRf ^f RTftTPKt p) ft*# P# Rit 
3PT?Pfi<TT PR #f 'stiff I 


11. -3TTT: '5IIHH, PtftP PJRPT 3ftr fttR TJR # P P?T ft 
ft## w PTR # ftm-RFf ifft % PTPT 3TOftt PB# ft 
RPftlTT ^ftp pffRRR PR PR °e!e ft. 8452.30 % aifttR, opFW 

3Tf#ftPT, 1975 % RPRRT 84 % 3## pff^RT, aftfttftP 
ftfdli pfttftf # % 3P#f P, STftRjpn ft. 23/1/97- 

pfttet, TP# 2/12/98 PRT STRfftp lift P Pjfttf# PPT-ftftt 
fttRT-^JRP PPT T#I aTTRPTP RR^TT RT1RT % I 

12. 34<|iW P fftsp pftt ^p RRT ftftftr Pftmft, fftPT 
18, PT fftPT (4) % RTPIlftf % arjRR, apfftm^pppprftft 
Pt fftPlfftl pftt ^ I Cl 4 11*41 PT ^PT ftft PJCTPIT ' ! JJIfP, Rft pft 
ftr, RTPT RR ftp mnprr I 

# f#R w, PR ftftp pftipift 
MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 12th April, 1999 
FINAL FINDINGS 

Subject: Anti-Dumping investigations concerning import 
of Industrial Sewing Machine Needles from Japan, Korea 
RP and China. 

23/1/97-ADD.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff 
Act, 1975, as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping 
Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) 
Rules, 1995 thereof. 

A. PROCEDURE 

1. The procedure described below has been followed 
subsequent to the preliminary findings : 

(a) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also referred 
to as the Authority) notified Preliminary Findings 
vide notification dated 2/12/98 with regard to anti¬ 
dumping investigations concerning import of 
industrial sewing machine needles from Japan, Korea 
RP and China and requested the interested parties to 
make their view known in writing within forty days 
from the date of its publication; 

(b) The Authority forwarded a copy of the preliminary 
findings to the known interested parties, who were 
requested to furnish their views, if any, on the said 
findings within forty days from the date of the letter; 

(c) The Authority also forwarded a copy of the 
preliminary findings to the Embassies of Japan, Korea 
RP, and China in New-Delhi with a request that the 
exporters and other interested parties may be advised 
to furnised their view on the said findings; 

(d) The Authority provided on opportunity to all 
interested parties to present their views orally on 
14/1/99. All parties presenting views orally were 
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requested to file mitten submissions of the views 
expressed orally 'Tie parties were advised to collect 
copies of the yT;u s expressed by the opposing parties 
and offer rejoinders, if any; 

(e) The Authority made available the public file to all 
interested parties containing non-confidentiaJ version 
of all evidence ‘ ubmittcd and arguments made by 
various inn ■. .led parties, 

(f) Argument:, i arsed by the interested parlies before 
announcing the preliminary findings, which, have 
been brought out in the preliminary findings notified 
have not been repeated here for the sake of brevity. 
However, the arguments raised by the interested 
parties, have been appropriately dealt with in the 
preliminary findings and/or these findings; 

(g) In accordance with Rule 16 supra, the essential facts/ 
basis considered for these findings were disclosed to 
know interested parties and comments received on 
the same, have been duly considered in these findings; 

(h) *** In this notification represents information 
furnished by an interested party on confidential basis 
and so considered by the Authority under the Rules 

B. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION 

2. The product under consideration is Industrial 
Sewing Machine Needles. Such needles are used mainly in 
sewing textile garments and leather products. Industrial 
sewing machine needles are classified under Chapter 84 of 
the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, under tariff classification HS 
Code No. 8452.30. 

C. LIKE ARTICLES 

3. Industrial Sewing Machine Needles in the eight 
systems/types manufactured and sold by the domestic industry 
has characteristics closely resembling needles in the eight 
systems imported from Japan, Korea RP and China. The 
Authority has considered characteristics such as technical 
specifications, manufacturing process, technology, functions 
and uses. There is no argument disputing that needles 
produced by the domestic industry in the systems/sizes under 
investigation are like articles and are substitutable by the 
needles imported from the subject countries both 
commercially and technically. Hence the needles produced 
by the domestic industry have been treated as Like Articles 
as per the definition contained in the Anti-Dumping Rules, 

-*■ r 

to the goods exported from Japan, Korea RP, and China. 

D. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

4 The petition was filed by M/s. Altek Lammertz 
Needles Ltd., Chennai. In their petition to the Authority, the 
petitioner had stated that they were the sole manufacturers 
of the product investigated. It was however brought to the 


notice of the Authority by other interested parties that M/s, 
TVS Sewing Needle, Madurai, was also manufacturing the 
product under consideration. In response to the Authority’s 
request for information in this regard, this wis co nfir med by 
M/s. TVS Sewing Needles, Madurai, who however expressed 
their unwillingness to participate further in the investigations 
for reasons best known to them, 

5. The petitioner, therefore, had made an incorrect 
assertion in stating that they were the sole manufacturers of 
the product under consideration. In response to flic request 
for information sought by the Authority, M/s TVS Sewing 
Needles clarified that their company was incorporated in the 
year 1962 and they are manufacturers of both Household 
and Industrial Sewing Machine needles. Their production 
(in numbers) of industrial sewing machine needles during 
the period of investigation, 1996-97 was 8,41,720. The 
petitioner’s production during January-March, 1997 alone 
was 10,45,000 numbers. The petitioner therefore accounted 
for more than 50% of the total production of the like article 
by the domestic industry in India and therefore satisfied the 
definition of domestic industry. 

6. Since M/s. TVS had expressed unwillingness to 
participate further in the investigations and had disclosed 
information only on their production of industrial sewing 
machine needles during the period of investigation, the 
Authority is not in a position to comment either oh the range 
of industrial sewing machine needles manufactured by them 
or on their individual prices. 

E. ON INITIATION 

7. Arguments by exporters/importers : 

(A) Relationshaip with Lammertz 

(i) Producers related to the exporters of the like articles 
are specifically excluded from the definition of 
“Domestic Industry”. The Annual Report for the year 
1996-97 of the petitioner shows that the letter has 
obtained permission from the Government of India 
to increase the equity of M/s. Lammertz 
Industrienadel GmbH to 51% in their equity capital. 
The equity holding is sufficient to establish the 
petitioner’s close relationship with the German 
company. 

(ii) The conduct of the petitioner was affected by the 
relationship with M/s. Lammertz and was the 
fundamental reason for the withdrawal of the petition 
against Germany. This relationship is clearly within 
the purview of the definition of “related” provided in 
the footnote to paragraph 1 of Article 4 of the 
Agreement on Anti-Dumping. One is deemed to 
control another when the former is legally or 
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operationally in a position to exercise restraint or 
direction over the latter. The statement of the 
petitioner that “related” as a concept is not defined 
in the law is meritless and needs to be disregarded. 

(B) Withdrawal of petition against Germany :— 

The withdrawal of the petition vis-a-vis Germany is a 
ploy between the petitioner and its collaborator to marginalize 
all competition from the Indian market. There is no reference 
of this withdraw al in the Preliminary Findings. This is the 
first time that a petitioner has been allowed to withdraw the 
petition against one country after the case for anti-dumping 
investigation has been initiated. 

(C) Imports from Germany by the petitioner :— 

The petitioner has imported five out of eight systems 
from Germany. These five systems cannot be the subject 
matter of this petition. The petitioner cannot import the 
product under consideration and at the same time claim to 
be hurt by the said imports. 

8. Arguments by petitioner : 

(A) About relationship with Lammertz :— 

(i) Other interested parties have submitted that since the 
petitioner is “related” to Lammertz, Germany, the 
enquiry is to terminated. The expression “related” 
has not been used in Section 9A of the Customs Tariff 
Act, 1975; neither has it been defined in the Act to 
be applicable generally. However, in the definition 
of domestic industry, Rule 2(b) of the Customs Tariff 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti¬ 
dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for 
Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, the expression 
"related" has been used. But again the same has not 
been defined. 

(ii) A mere Shareholding or directorships does not by 
itself warrant treating the exporters from outside 
India and domestic manufacturers as related persons. 
Moreover a shareholding merely entitles for a divi¬ 
dend. It has no relationship to the prices charged. 

(iii) During the period of investigation, Lammertz held 
onty 27.6% in the equity of the company Even as on 
date, the holding is not 50% as alleged by the re¬ 
spondents, but 36.8% only. Lammertz does not hold 
a majority stake in the company. 

(iv) According to the agreement between S. Ganesh and 
Lammertz, the former will be the Managing Direc¬ 
tor of the company as loans from financial institu¬ 
tions were given on his credibility. Lammertz does 
not have any full-time director on the Board. 

(B) Withdrawal against Germany:— 

(a) The imports from German companies were less than 
5mn numbers which is less than one fifth of imports 
from Japan and Korea R.P, Further proof on injury 
caused by German imports could not be provided. 


(b) Lammertz's share as percentage of German imports 
into India is less than 10%. Lammertz docs not 
export any of the systems in the designated sizes. 

(c) On imports from Germany:- 

It is a standard practice to import needles in small 
quantities in each system and size prior to freezing design 
parameters and start of production. Needles of competitors 
were purchased as well for comparison purposes. No im¬ 
ports whatsoever were made in the eight systems investi¬ 
gated after commencement of commercial production. Other 
interested parties are twisting statistics by comparing im¬ 
ports made by the petitioner over a twelve-month period 
with their production for three months 

9. Authority's Position: 

(A) About relationship with La mm ertz 

(i) The concept of" related" has been elaborated in the 
footnote to Article 4.1(1) of the WTO Agreement 
which states that producers shall be deemed to be 
related to exporters or importers only if (a) one of 
them directly or indirectly controls the other, (b) 
both of them are directly or indirectly controlled 
by a third person, or (c) together they directly or 
indirectly control a third person, provided that there 
are grounds for believing or suspecting that the ef¬ 
fect of the relationship is such as to cause the pro¬ 
ducer concerned to behave differently from non- 
related producers One shall be deemed to control 
another when the former is legally or operation¬ 
ally in a position to exercise restraint or direction 
over the latter. 

(ii) Given the above definition of the concept of 
“related” in the Agreement, and on further infor¬ 
mation called for from M/s. Altek Lammertz 
Needles Ltd., and a reexamination of the facts sub¬ 
mitted by the petitioner in the course of the present 
investigations, the Authority considers the peti¬ 
tioner as being related to Lammertz Industrionadel 
GmbH, Germany on account of the following rea¬ 
sons; 

(a) Lammertz Industrienadcl GmbH, Germany holds 
subatantial share capital in the petitioner's equity 
which as per Government of India approval can be 
increased upto 51% holding; the shareholding of 
Lammertz was 27.6% during the period of investi¬ 
gation; 

(b) the status of the petitioner is that of a joint venture 
with Lammertz Industrienadel GmbH, a German 
exporter of needles; 

(c) the petitioner has been provided with plant and 
machinery, technology, know-how, designs and 
drawings that are proprietary and closely held by a 
German company viz ., Leo Lammertz Nadelfabrik 
GmbH & Co,, Aachen, Germany; 

(d) required technical training has been imparted to 
engineers of Altek at LLN’s plant in Germany; 
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(e) the main raw-material (needle wire) and mam 
chemical requir ed in the manufacture of industrial 
sewing machi:. icedlcs have been sourced by the 
petitioner r :;j Germany alongwith othci raw 
materials ti-ai mclude polishing brush, milling 
cutters and rubber bonded wheel; 

(f) the petitioner was appointed as the sole distributor 
for Lammertr. needles and engaged in trading ac 
Livity for fl* ,nne in the Tndi-m domestic market; 

(g) during fa- period of investigation, Altek had im- 
poitcd needles for purposes of testing, seeding and 
sampling to customers; a total of 1,49,200,num¬ 
bers of needles were imported in the eight systems 
being the subject matter of this investigation, by 
the petitioner during the period of investigation; 

(h) the constitution of the Board of the petitioner com¬ 
pany is such that out of six Directors three are from 
Lammertz, ICICI is stated to have recently nomi¬ 
nated one Director thereby increasing the total 
strength to seven; 

(i) the petitioner had imported semi-finished needles 
in the year 1996 from Germany, during trial pro¬ 
duction stage for purposes of training their employ¬ 
ees and setting up the plant. 

The above reflects the commitment and active engage¬ 
ment of Lammertz in the commercial activities and busi¬ 
ness interests of the petitioner and sufficiently establishes 
the fact that the two arc "related” as per the definition of the 
concept in the WTO Agreement on Anti-Dumping and Rule 
2(b) of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. The petitioner being 
thus related to the exporter shall be deemed not to form part 
of the domestic industry within the meaning of the Rules. 

(B) Withdrawal against Germany:— 

(a) The petitioner took recourse to the provisions of 
the Customs Tarff Act, 1975, which contain the 
operational provisions and conform to the WTO 
Agreement on Anti-Dumping. It is the prerogative 
of any petitioner if he chooses to withdraw a com¬ 
plaint made by him agaist any exporter(s) before 
the Authority. 

(b) The said request of the petitioner to withdraw the 
complaint against Germany was taken note of and 
provisional anti-dumping duties were not recom¬ 
mended against exports from Germany, The accep¬ 
tance was therefore tacit in the nature of timings 
issued vide Notification No. 23/1/97 ADD dated 
2-12-98. 


Official statistics demonstrate that Germany ac¬ 
counted for 9.7% of total exports of industrial sew¬ 
ing needles to India during the period investigated. 
The shore of Lammertz’s in these exports is not 
known to the Authority as Lammertz was not a re¬ 
spondent and did not figure in the list of German 
exporters against whom the petition was also ini¬ 
tially filed. Consequents the petitioner's statement 
that Lammertz does not export any of the systems 
in the designated sizes is unsubstantiated and hence 
unacceptable. 

C Imports from Germany:— 

The petitioner has imported five out of the eight sys¬ 
tems which are the subject matter of the petition. The im¬ 
ports were in substantial numbers The reasons cited by the 
petitioner for the said imports are immaterial to the present 
investigations and they have not been invstigated further in 
view of the conclusion that is arrived at in the following 
para. 

F. CONCLUSION 

10. The Authority observes that the petitioner is re¬ 
lated to the exporter. Tins relationship has been elaborated 
in the aforesaid paragraphs. In view of the above, the peti¬ 
tioner docs not satisfy the definition of "domestic industry" 
and does not therefore qualify to file an anti-dumping peti¬ 
tion before the Designated Authority in terms of the provi¬ 
sions contained in Rule 2(b) of the Anti-Dumping Rules 
under the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. Hence the requirement 
of enumerating the Authority’s position in matters pertain¬ 
ing to normal value and export price, dumping margins, 
injury and establishment of causal link between dumped 
imports and injury, does not arise. 

11. It is therefore considered necessary to withdraw 
the anti-dumping duties recommended provisionally, vide 
Notification No. 23/1/97/ADD dated 2-12-98. On imports 
of industrial sewing machine needles, classified under 
Chaptr 84 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, under tariff 
classification HS Code No. 8452.30, pertaining to the eight 
systems being the subject matter of this investigation, origi¬ 
nating in or exported from Japan, Korea R.P. and China. 

12. In view of the above, the Designated Authority 
recommends withdrawal of the provisional duties in terms 
of the provisions of Rule 18, sub-rule (4). The provisional 
duty already imposed and collected, if any, shall be refunded. 

RATHIV1NAY JHA, Designated Authority 
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